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1

METHODS FOR ELECTROMAGNETIC
MEASUREMENTS AND CORRECTION OF
NON-IDEAL RECEIVER RESPONSES

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention relates to methods and apparatuses
for subsurface surveying. Particularly, the present invention
relates to methods for electromagnetic measurements and for
correction of non-ideal receiver responses.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

During exploration and reservoir assessment and develop-
ment in oil and gas industry, hydrocarbons, such as oil and
gas, as well as geological structures that tend to bear hydro-
carbon, may be detected based on their properties (e.g.,
mechanical and electromagnetic (EM) properties) that are
different from those of the background geological forma-
tions.

Electromagnetic (EM) measurements are commonly used
in oil and gas exploration. Among the EM properties, the
resistivity (p), which is an inverse of the electrical conductiv-
ity (0), is particularly useful. This is because hydrocarbon-
bearing bodies, such as oil-bearing reservoirs, gas injection
zones, and methane hydrates, have very different resistivities,
as compared with their background geological formations.
For example, hydrocarbon-bearing reservoirs typically have
resistivities one to two orders of magnitude higher than those
of the surrounding shale and water-bearing zones. Therefore,
resistivity mapping or imaging may be used to locate the
zones of interest in contrast to the background resistivity. This
method has been used successfully in both land and subsea
exploration.

Resistivity mapping may be achieved by generating an EM
signal above the formations of interest and receiving the
resulting EM field at selected locations. The received data is
affected by a number of parameters, for example, the distance
between the EM signal source and the receivers, EM field
frequency, polarity of the EM waves, depth and thickness of
the reservoir, resistivity of the hydrocarbon bearing zones,
and the surrounding geological formations. In marine appli-
cations, the received signal may depend on the resistivity of
the seawater, which depends on the water temperature, salt
content, etc.

The EM signal may be from natural sources or from arti-
ficial sources. Among the EM methods, magneto-telluric
(MT) methods rely on the naturally-occurring EM fields in
the stratosphere surrounding the earth. Because carbonates,
volcanics, and salt all have large electrical resistivity as com-
pared with typical sedimentary rocks, MT measurements
may produce high-contrast images of such geostructures. MT
measurements are particularly useful in examining large-
scale basin features and for characterizing reservoirs below
basalt (volcanics) layers beneath a sea bed.

Controlled source electromagnetic (“CSEM”) methods
use EM transmitters, called sources, as energy sources, and
the receivers measure the responses of the geological struc-
tures to the transmitted signals. The transmitter may be a
direct current (DC) source, which injects a DC current into
the geological formations. DC currents are typically injected
into the formations using contacting electrodes. Recent EM
measurement methods use EM sources that produce time-
varying electrical and/or magnetic (EM) fields. The EM fields
may be a pulse generated by turning on and off an EM trans-
mitter, and in this case, the receivers effectively measure a
pulse response of the geological structures. EM measure-
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ments may use a transmitter that transmits a fixed frequency
or a range of frequencies. The higher frequency EM sources
permits resolution of finer structures, whereas the lower fre-
quency EM sources allows one to probe deeper into the for-
mations.

In marine explorations, low-frequency EM methods are
typically used. The low-frequency EM waves may induce a
current, i.e., the Faraday (eddy) current, to flow in the earth
formation and in the sea water. The current density depends
on the resistivity of the earth formation and the sea water. A
voltage drop across two locations produced by the current
may be measured and used to infer the resistivity distribution
in the formation. Alternatively, one may measure the second-
ary magnetic fields produced by the induced current.

As discussed, CSEM uses an artificial EM source to gen-
erate controlled EM fields that penetrate the ocean and the
subsea formations. As illustrated in FIG. 1, in a conventional
CSEM method, an electrical dipole transmitter 11 is towed by
a ship 10 at a short distance above the seabed 12. The trans-
mitter 11 induces EM fields in the sea water 14, geological
layers 15 and 16 and the oil-bearing layer 17. In some cases,
the oil-bearing layer 17 effectively functions as a waveguide
for the EM fields as layer 17 may have significantly higher
resistivity than the surrounding layers 15 and 16.

To detect the EM signals, a number of receivers 13 are
deployed on the seabed 12. The EM signals measured by the
seafloor receivers 13 may then be used to solve an inverse
problem to estimate the resistivity distributions in the geo-
logical structures, including layers 15, 16, and 17. Although
the figure depicts a layered earth for simplicity, it should be
clear to one skilled in the art that the method applies to any
other complex earth geometries. When the transmitter 11 is
not used, the receivers 13 may be used to detect EM signals
induced by the naturally-occurring MT fields.

A typical structure of a traditional receiver 20 is illustrated
in FIG. 2. As shown, the receiver 20 typically has a body
(frame) 1 with arms 3a, 35, and 3¢ attached thereto. At the end
of each arm 3a, 35, or 3¢ is an electrode 5a, 55, or 5¢, as well
as an electrode 5d located near the receiver frame 1, which are
for detecting the electrical and/or magnetic field signals. The
receiver frame 1 encloses the receiver circuitry 2. The cir-
cuitry 2 connects, through electrical cables 4a, 45, 4¢, and 44,
to electrodes 5a, 5b, 5¢, and 5d. The cables 4a, 45, 4¢, and 4d
may be enclosed in protecting enclosures forming the “arms”
3a, 3b, and 3c. The arms are typically made of insulating
materials, such as plastic. The electrodes 5a, 56, 5¢, and 54
are typically made of sandwiched Ag—AgCl. Because these
electrodes need to be in direct contact with sea water, they
need constant maintenance to prevent problems arising from
corrosion.

The electrodes are used in pairs to measure different com-
ponents of the electrical or magnetic fields. The electric field
is traditionally measured as the voltage drop V between two
opposing electrodes. For example, the transverse component
of the electric field is measured by the dipole configuration
formed by electrodes 5a and 55 in the horizontal direction,
and the vertical component of the electric field is measured by
the dipole configuration formed by electrodes 5¢ and 5d inthe
vertical direction. Although not depicted, it is also common to
measure the electric field in a direction that is perpendicular to
the electrodes 5a-5b and the electrodes 5¢-5d. Such a direc-
tion would be into the page in FIG. 2, and the receiver may
include two additional arms to support the additional elec-
trodes. This would enable the receiver to measure the electric
field in three orthogonal directions. Further, itis also common
to include magnetic field sensors to measure the magnetic
field intensity, typically in three orthogonal directions.
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For the same electric field E, the detected voltage V would
be larger if the distance d between the opposing electrodes is
larger because V=d E. However, it is impractical to increase d
beyond a certain limit for the purpose of increasing the sen-
sitivity of the measurements. This is because it will be more
difficult to transport and deploy large-sized arms, and the
reliability of the receivers also suffers. On the other hand, the
arms cannot be too short because the receiver needs to have
sufficient sensitivity for EM fields, especially in the low fre-
quency regime, e.g., between 0.02 Hz and 10 Hz. The lengths
of'the arms 3a and 34 supporting the electrodes 5a and 54 in
atypical receiver are around 4 meters, and the vertical arm 3¢
is typically extended about 2 meters from the frame 1.

Due to the large size of the receivers, these electrode arms
and the receiver body (frame) are usually transported as sepa-
rate components and assembled before deployment. The
assembling of the receivers is a very time consuming process
during an operation. In addition, frequent connecting and
disconnecting the electrodes, arms and cables from the
receiver circuitry may lead to reliability and sensitivity prob-
lems. Furthermore, in order to measure the low frequency EM
fields, the electrodes are required to be non-polarizable, typi-
cally Ag—AgCl electrodes. This presents a technical chal-
lenge to make sensitive receivers.

The receiver sensitivity determines the sensitivity ofan EM
survey. The resolution of the survey image may also be
affected by the receiver sensitivity. A major source of noises
in the receiver 20 is the bandwidth limited Johnson noises of
the receiver circuitry 2. State-of-the-art receivers can achieve
a noise level of 1 nVA/Hz or better at the input stage to the
receiver circuitry 2. If all other sources of noise are properly
managed, the total noise level of the receiver 20 may be
controlled to a level of around 100 pV/m/\/m for the trans-
verse electric field component and around 300 pV/m/Hz for
the vertical electric field component. This sensitivity deter-
mines the limit of how sensitive the EM survey will be to
deeply buried structures within the subsurface and in general
the resolution and fidelity of any image derived therefrom.

Improvement of the receiver sensitivities is limited by the
impedance of the input stage of the receiver circuitry 2 and by
the noise generated in the antenna electrodes 5a, 56, 5¢, and
5d. In addition, the long arms 3a, 35, and 3¢ supporting the
electrodes 5a, 5b, 5¢ are subject to vibrations induced by sea
currents, and may even resonate acoustically. Such vibration
or resonance significantly increases the noise level.

Due to the technical difficulties in measuring the electric
fields by voltage drops, it may be more advantageous to
measure an electric field E by measuring electric current
densities J and the electric conductivity a of the sea water.
Then, the electric field E may then be derived using the Ohm’s
law,

E=J/o, (1)
where J is the current density, and o is the electric conductiv-
ity. This principle has been applied to measuring electric
fields using opposing conductive plates in a cubic or rectan-
gular receiver frame, as taught in French Patent 8419577,
issued to Jean Mosnier, and in WO 2006/026361 by Steven
Constable. This French Patent and the WO 2006/026361 are
incorporated by reference in their entireties. One example of
such a receiver is illustrated in FIG. 3.

As shown in FIG. 3, a receiver 300 includes conductive
plate electrodes 31a, 315, 31¢, and 31d attached to the outside
surfaces of the cubic receiver frame 30. These conductive
plates are insulated on the sides 374, 37b, 37¢, and 37d facing
away from the sea water. FIG. 3 shows the receiver 300 with
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insulation 37, but those having skill in the art will realize that
insulation may be omitted if the air in the receiver will provide
adequate insulation. Electrodes 31a and 315 are connected to
a coupling device 345 via cables 32a and 325, respectively.
Similarly, electrodes 31¢ and 314 are connected to a coupling
device 34a via cables 32¢ and 324, respectively. An electric
current in the horizontal direction will flow into electrode
31a, through cable 324 and coupling device 34b, and then out
of'electrode 315 back to the water. The current density in the
horizontal direction defined by electrodes 31a and 315 can
then be measured by the measurement circuitry. Similarly, an
electric current density in the vertical direction defined by
electrodes 31c¢ and 314 may also be measured by the mea-
surement circuitry. In addition, an electric current density in
the third orthogonal direction may be measured by using a
third pair of electrodes (not shown) outside the receiver box
30. The coupling devices 34a and 345 couple the current
flows to the electronic circuitry 36. The electronic circuitry 36
amplifies the currents and feed the signals to the rest of the
measurement circuitry.

In the receiver 300 illustrated in FIG. 3, an impedance 7Z
between opposing electrodes, e.g., 31a and 315, is chosen to
be equal to the impedance of a volume of liquid (e.g., sea
water) between the electrodes 31a and 315. Such a receiver
may be referred to as an “impedance-matched” receiver. The
impedance matching ensures that the electric field is not
distorted in the presence of the receiver, as compared to what
it would be in the absence of the receiver, so that the measured
signal is undisturbed by the receiver. When measuring small
electric fields, the “impedance-matched” receivers may have
limited sensitivity or they will need to have larger, and more
cumbersome, electrodes.

While these prior art receivers have been useful in oil and
gas exploration, there remains a need for better receivers that
are easy to use and can provide robust measurements.

SUMMARY OF INVENTION

In one aspect, the invention relates to a method for deter-
mining formation electrical properties that includes deploy-
ing one or more receivers for electromagnetic logging,
obtaining measurement data indicative of the formation elec-
trical properties using the deployed receivers, correcting the
measurement data for receiver non-ideality, and inverting the
corrected measurement data to obtain one or more parameters
of formation electrical properties.

In another aspect, the invention relates to a method for
determining formation electrical properties that includes
deploying one or more receivers for electromagnetic logging,
obtaining measurement data indicative of the formation elec-
trical properties using the deployed receivers, and inverting
the measurement data to correct the measurement data and to
obtain one or more parameters of formation electrical prop-
erties.

Other aspects and advantages of the invention will be
apparent from the following description and the appended
claims.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 shows an example of a conventional controlled
source electromagnetic measurement system.

FIG. 2 shows an example of a conventional receiver includ-
ing four electrodes for measuring an electric field by measur-
ing a voltage drop across the opposing electrodes.

FIG. 3 shows an example of a prior-art receiver having a
cubic frame for measuring an electric field by measuring an
electric current.
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FIG. 4 shows an example of a current-focusing receiver.

FIG. 5 shows an example of a partially buried receiver
illustrating non-ideal receiver responses.

FIG. 6 shows an example of a layered-earth model for data
inversion.

FIG. 7 shows a flowchart of an example method for deter-
mining formation electrical properties.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The following disclosed examples relate to methods of
electric field measurements. Example methods may use
receivers that are not limited to those having impedance-
matched electrodes. That is, methods of the invention may use
“non-ideal” receivers, in which the impedance between pairs
of electrodes may not be perfectly matched with the imped-
ance of the medium (e.g., fluids) in which the receiver is
positioned. As a result, the presence of a receiver may induce
perturbation in the electric fields at the measurement site.
However, the perturbation caused by the presence of the
receiver may be corrected.

While the disclosed examples are not limited to any par-
ticular type of receivers or any particular type of logging
operations, the following description will use a Mosnier type
receiver in subsea logging operations to illustrate embodi-
ments of the invention. The use of such examples is for clarity
of illustration, and not intended to limit the scope of the
invention.

As noted above, prior art receivers, such as that disclosed
by Mosnier, typically require impedance matching between
the electrode pairs so that the presence of the receivers does
not perturb the electrical fields to be measured. However,
seawater conductivity depends on various factors, including
the depth, salt concentrations, temperatures, time, pressure,
etc. It is difficult to know beforehand the precise conductivity
of the seawater at the site of receiver deployment. While it is
possible to include circuitries to dynamically adjust the
impedance between the electrodes to match the seawater
impedance, this approach is difficult in practice. Thus, while
impedance matching simplifies the interpretation of the mea-
sured signals, impedance matching may not always be prac-
tical.

In accordance with certain disclosed examples, receivers
for EM measurements do not require electrode pairs to be
impedance-matched with respect to the impedance of the
liquid to be measured. In some situations, receivers may be
impedance-matched before deployment. However, the
impedance may or may not be matched under actual measure-
ment conditions. Other situations can also cause the receiver
to be non-ideal, such as when the electrodes do not have
identical shapes/sizes, or when they are not parallel. There-
fore, in some examples, no assumption of impedance match is
made. Furthermore, the impedance between the electrode
pairs may be intentionally mismatched; for example, the
impedance may be reduced to enhance the received signal.

An example of an intentionally mismatched receiver in
accordance with one example is illustrated in FIG. 4, which
shows a receiver having reduced impedance as compared to
the impedance of the seawater. The receiver 40 has an imped-
ance 7 between two electrodes 41 and 42 that is substantially
smaller than the impedance of the seawater between the elec-
trodes that is displaced by the receiver. A number of advan-
tages can arise from a receiver design illustrated in FI1G. 4. For
example, the measured electric currents are effectively
“focused” or amplified, leading to an improved signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) in the measurements. In addition, the elec-
trochemical noise caused by the surfaces of the electrodes 41
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and 42 contacting the seawater is reduced because these noise
sources are effectively “short circuited” by the low imped-
ance Z.

In addition to the above-mentioned factors that may cause
a receiver to become non-ideal under the measurement con-
ditions, an ideal receiver may sometimes become non-ideal
because it can sink into soft sediment at the sea bottom. As
illustrated in FIG. 5, an impedance-matched receiver 51 may
become non-ideal (impedance-mismatched) because it is
partly buried in soft sediment 52. In this scenario, the initial
impedance between the electrodes may be perfectly matched
with the impedance of the seawater. However, the effective
measurement surfaces of the electrodes are altered by the
environment under the measurement conditions. As a result,
the “effective” impedance between the electrodes is not
matched with that of the seawater. Such a receiver cannot be
treated as an ideal receiver when analyzing the measurement
data.

The above examples show how non-ideal measurements
may occur, intentionally or unintentionally. Regardless of the
underlying causes of the non-ideal conditions, these measure-
ments may need to be corrected in order to derive useful
electrical properties of the measurement sites.

In accordance with one example, a correction factor may
be applied to measured data obtained with any receiver, ideal
ornot. The correction factor typically depends on one or more
independent parameters. One of ordinary skill in the art
would appreciate that the method used to determine the cor-
rection factor may depend on the types of parameters that
impact the measurement data. For example, when a low-
impedance receiver (as that shown in FIG. 4) is used to boost
the SNR, more current flows through the electrodes. The
correction factor would depend on the impedance of the sea-
water and the impedance of the receiver (i.e., the impedance
Z between the opposing electrodes). One can determine a
correction factor based on the impedance values of the sea-
water and the receiver. Alternatively, the increased current
densities may also be viewed as resulting from electrodes
having increased surface areas. Therefore, the correction fac-
tor may also be understood as equivalent to correcting the
effective surface areas of the electrodes.

The correction factor may be determined beforehand (or
after the measurements) using several approaches: for
example, by using numerical or analytical modeling, or by
calibration of receiver responses (using an independent set of
measurements in the presence of a reference electrical field,
for example).

In accordance with some embodiments of the invention,
the correction may be accomplished by applying a transform
function to the measured data. For example, the observed
electric field and magnetic field components, E,°** and H,***,
wherein i=1, 2, 3 represent three orthogonal directions, are
the values directly measured by the receivers. These observed
values may be different from the E,”*¢ and H,”“ of the sea-
water in the absence of the receivers are absent, i.e., true
values. The true values E,”*¢ and H,”** may be derived from
the E,** and H,°> by applying a proper transform function.

A proper transform may be derived as follows. For
example, the non-perturbed field components can be obtained
using transforms F . and F,,

Eitrue:FE(Ejobs’Iijobs’Pk), (2)

HilruE:FH(EjObS:IijObS:Pk)a (3)

where 1,j=1, 2, 3, and P,’s are one or more independent
parameters.
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The parameters P, may be derived from the configuration
of the receiver and the environment. For example, when a
receiver is partially buried in weak sediment as illustrated in
FIG. 5, the parameters P, may include P, and P,, wherein P,
characterizes the conductivity ratio between the seawater and
the weak sediment layer, and P, characterizes the area ratio
between the area of the electrodes that is in contact with
seawater and the area that is buried. When the receiver is
tilted, one or more parameters describing the tilt angles may
be needed.

It is noted that for each i=1, 2, 3, either of E,”* and H,”**
may depend on all components of EJ.OZ’S and HjObS forall j=1-3.
Thus, the transtorms F and F,; may have a complex matrix
form.

The transforms F and F;, may be determined before, dur-
ing, or after the measurements are made, for example,
through detailed computer modeling of the receiver responses
to various values of parameters that are relevant under the
measurement conditions. The transforms F and F;, may be
provided to users in the form of, for example, functional
curves, computer software packages, or lookup tables having
correspondence between (E,”“*,H,”**) and (E,***H,°**).

Using transforms may be more convenient than using cor-
rection factors, when the measured components of the field
are independent, but not orthogonal. In this case, the orthogo-
nal components of the field may be recomputed from the
independent measurements. Another example where this
approach is useful is when the receivers of the type described
by Mosnier are placed at the sea bottom and become partially
buried, as illustrated in FIG. 5. In this case, the current col-
lection electrodes may be partly in one medium (weak sedi-
ment) and partly in another (seawater). The measured
response in this case can be transformed, for example, using
a function that depends on one parameter, the conductivity
ratio between seawater and the weak sediment layer.

In another example, correction of measurement data may
be accomplished with modeling, in which the receivers’
impedances are built into the model used in inversion. Any
suitable model known in the art may be used, such as a
layered-earth model. That s, the receivers themselves may be
treated as one or more elements in the model, like the geo-
logical layers for example. The model can then be used to
invert the measurement data to derive the true values of the
electric field distributions. This approach provides a most
general method for correcting any non-ideal measurements.

The following description uses a Mosnier type receiver,
which has been modified to have a low impedance between
the electrodes (such as the one shown in FIG. 4), to illustrate
in more detail how this general modeling approach may be
applied. This simple case is chosen for clarity of illustration.
However, it would be apparent to one skilled in the art that this
approach can also be applied to other complex inversions and
receivers.

FIG. 6 illustrates one such model, a layered-earth model.
As shown in this model, four receivers 66a-664 are placed on
sea bottom 60. While only four receivers are shown for clarity
ofillustration, there are typically many more receivers used in
a logging operation. The location and orientation of the elec-
trical dipole source is also shown. In a subsea logging opera-
tion, the electrical dipole source is typically towed by a boat
to move above the receivers. The subsea formations, in this
illustration, include four layers 61-64, having different elec-
trical properties. One of ordinary skill in the art would appre-
ciate that any number of layers may be included in such a
model. The model for resistivity inversion will include rela-
tive arrangements, thickness, and conductivities of the differ-
ent layers (e.g., layers 61-64). In addition, the model would
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also include the parameters for the four receivers 66a-66d,
such as the impedance of the receivers, their locations, their
sizes, etc. Thus, the receivers are treated as an integral part of
the layered-earth model.

With the model shown in FIG. 6, the raw measurement
data, whether obtained with ideal receivers or non-ideal
receivers, can be inverted to derive the true formation electri-
cal properties. Any suitable inversion techniques may be
used. For example, the layered-earth formation inversion may
be used to invert for the parameters of the layered earth
(conductivity and thickness of the layers) from the measured
values of the electric and magnetic fields at various points on
the sea bottom, and for various positions of the source. This is
typically done by computing the field distribution created for
a given set of parameters of the layers (forward problem), and
varying said parameters in an iteration loop until one obtains
a good match with the measured fields. A number of algo-
rithms to do that while minimizing the number of iterations
are well known. As an introduction to the vast literature on the
data inversion, see for example: Albert Tarantola, “Inverse
Problem Theory and Methods for Model Parameter Estima-
tion,” SIAM, Philadelphia, 2004.

In the case of complex receivers (e.g., non-ideal receivers)
that themselves distort and affect the EM field distribution, it
might be necessary to modity the forward problem calcula-
tion so that it takes into account the presence of the complex
receivers. For example, in the presence of modified Mosnier
receivers, this may consist of calculating the forward problem
of a layered-earth model that includes, in addition to the
actual formation layers, an additional layered medium, in
which there is a number of perfectly conducting metallic
plates (electrodes) linked by a low impedance. That is, the
modified Mosnier receivers are modeled as an additional
layer (a virtual layer). This makes the forward problem more
computationally intensive. However, it can still be solved by
any known numerical analysis techniques, such as finite ele-
ment, finite differences, finite volume, integral equations, etc.
With such a model, the inversion of the measurement data to
derive the parameters of the layers may proceed as in a normal
case.

This modeling approach also enables one to assess how
much the use of receivers may affect the sensitivity to the
layers of interest. Any technique known in the art for such
inversion problems may be used to assess the sensitivity of the
survey design (position and types of source and receivers) to
the parameters of interest (e.g. conductivity of the earth
between 500 and 1500 meters depth). One common technique
is to look at the derivatives of the forward problem with
respect to such parameters. Here, when the receivers distort
the original field, some distortions will not significantly affect
the sensitivity of the inversion to the parameters of interest,
while other types of distortion might decrease that sensitivity.
For example, with modified Mosnier type receivers, if the sea
bottom is covered with too many large, short-circuited elec-
trodes, the sub-sea earth layers may become effectively
shielded from the applied field, and the survey loses sensitiv-
ity to the properties of the earth layers. The standard inversion
problem theory described here allows one to examine the
sensitivity provided by various possible designs of the receiv-
ers and to select the best compromise between the ease of use
and the ability to achieve the survey objectives.

The above described examples show that receivers,
whether ideal or non-ideal, may be used to measure formation
resistivities and the data may be corrected for any non-ideal
effects. In addition to the limited examples described above,
one of ordinary skill in the art would appreciate that other
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modifications and variations of the methods may be used
without departing from the scope of the invention.

While various approaches may be used to correct for non-
ideal receiver effects, FIG. 7 illustrates a general example
where a plurality of receivers are typically deployed at the
measurement sites (step 71). In one example, the receivers are
dropped from a surface vessel, and they descend through the
seawater to a position on the seafloor. In another example, the
receivers may be repositioned using an ROV. The receivers
may have some characteristics (e.g., sizes, electrode separa-
tions, etc.) that are know before deployment. In addition,
certain parameters of the receivers may be determined after
deployment, such as locations and orientations. The locations
of the receivers after deployment may be determined, for
example, using acoustic devices. In another example, the
receiver may use signals from the source at a known position
to determine the receiver position. Thus, the receiver param-
eters need for any correction or inversion can be determined.

Next, a number of measurements are obtained using the
deployed receivers (step 72). The measurement may be per-
formed with artificial (e.g., CSEM) and/or natural (e.g., MT)
sources. These measurements may include measurements of
electric field and/or magnetic field strengths.

Before inversion, the measurement data are subjected to
correction for any non-ideal effects (step 73). Any of the
above-described correction approaches or similar approaches
may be used. For example, the measurement data may be
corrected using one or more correction factors or using trans-
formation functions, such as one of the transform functions
described above. Similarly, correction may also be accom-
plished with modeling, such as the general modeling that
include the receivers in the formation model.

After the measurement data are corrected for any undesired
effects, the corrected data can then be inverted to provide the
formation electrical properties (step 74). Any inversion
method known in the art may be used. The formation param-
eters thus obtained are then output (step 75). Note that the
method shown in FIG. 7 is only one example, and other
variations are possible. For example, the method may start
from data correction (step 72) based on previously acquired
data. Therefore, the example method shown in FIG. 7 is for
illustration, and it is not intended to limit the scope of the
invention.

The above-described examples may have one or more of
the following advantages. Certain example methods may use
non-ideal receivers in EM surveying. Such non-ideal receiv-
ers may be designed to provide better SNR, for example. In
addition, ideal receivers in non-ideal conditions may collect
usable data. The burden of designing “ideal” receivers is
shifted to data correction, using computer modeling, for
example. The disclosed examples are generally applicable,
regardless of the types of the receivers (ideal or non-ideal,
voltage or current measurement type).

While the invention has been described with respect to a
limited number of embodiments, those skilled in the art,
having benefit of this disclosure, will appreciate that other
embodiments can be devised which do not depart from the
scope of the invention as disclosed herein. For example,
although exemplary embodiments have been described in
terms of sea bed logging in the environment of sea water, one
of'ordinary skill in the art would appreciate that receivers and
methods may also be applied to other types of measurements,
such as on land or in a wellbore. Accordingly, the scope of the
invention should be limited only by the attached claims.
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What is claimed is:

1. A method for determining formation electrical proper-
ties, comprising

deploying one or more receivers for electromagnetic log-

ging;

obtaining measurement data indicative of the formation

electrical properties using the deployed one or more
receivers;

correcting the measurement data for receiver non-ideality,

wherein correcting the measurement data is based at
least on impedance of the one or more receivers and on
impedance of water in which the one or more receivers
are deployed; and

inverting the corrected measurement data to obtain one or

more parameters of formation electrical properties.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the correcting the mea-
surement data is performed with a correction factor, wherein
the correction factor is based at least on the impedance of the
one or more receivers and on the impedance of water in which
the one or more receivers are deployed.

3. The method of claim 2, further comprising configuring
the impedance of the one or more receivers to be smaller than
impedance of water displaced by the one or more receivers.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein the one or more receiv-
ers are deployed on a sea floor.

5. The method of claim 1, wherein the correcting the mea-
surement data is performed with a transform function.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein correcting the measure-
ment data is further based on relative conductivities of the
water and a sediment layer in which the one or more receivers
are at least partly buried.

7. A method for determining formation electrical proper-
ties, comprising:

deploying one or more receivers for electromagnetic log-

ging;

obtaining measurement data indicative of the formation

electrical properties using the deployed one or more
receivers; and

inverting the measurement data to correct the measurement

data and to obtain one or more parameters of formation
electrical properties, wherein correcting the measure-
ment data is based at least on impedance of the one or
more receivers, wherein correcting the measurement
data is further based on impedance of water in which the
one or more receivers are deployed.

8. The method of claim 7, wherein correcting the measure-
ment data is further based on relative conductivities of the
water and a sediment layer in which the one or more receivers
are at least partly buried.

9. The method of claim 7, further comprising configuring
the impedance of the one or more receivers to be smaller than
impedance of water displaced by the one or more receivers.

10. A method for determining formation electrical proper-
ties, comprising

deploying one or more receivers for electromagnetic log-

ging;

obtaining measurement data indicative of the formation

electrical properties using the deployed one or more
receivers;

correcting the measurement data for receiver non-ideality,

wherein correcting the measurement data is based at

least on impedance of the one or more receivers; and
inverting the corrected measurement data to obtain one or

more parameters of formation electrical properties,
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wherein each of the one or more receivers have electrodes obtaining measurement data indicative of the formation
for measuring current densities, wherein the impedance electrical properties using the deployed one or more
of each receiver is the impedance between the eclec- receivers;
trodes. correcting the measurement data for receiver non-ideality,

11. The method of claim 7, wherein inverting the measure- 5 wherein correcting the measurement data is based at
ment data is performed by modeling using a formation model, least on impedance of the one or more receivers; and
wherein the impedance of the one or more receivers is mod- inverting the corrected measurement data to obtain one or
eled by the formation model. more parameters of formation electrical properties;

12. The method of claim 11, wherein the formation model wherein the one or more receivers are deployed on a sea
is a layered-earth model, and wherein the one or more receiv- 10 floor, wherein at least one of the one or more receivers is
ers are represented as a layer in the layered-earth model. partly buried in a sediment layer, and wherein correcting

13. A method for determining formation electrical proper- the measurement data is further based on a conductivity
ties, comprising ratio between seawater and the sediment layer.

deploying one or more receivers for electromagnetic log-
ging; * % % % %



